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PROPOSED USE OF THE PLENARY POWERS FOR THE PURPOSE 
OF SECURING THAT THE NAME “ BULLATA ” MflLLER (0 F ) 
1776, AS PUBLISHED IN THE COMBINATION “AKERA 
BULLATA ” SHALL BE THE OLDEST AVAILABLE NAME FOR 
THE SPECIES CURRENTLY SO KNOWN (CLASS GASTROPODA) 

By HENNING LEMCHE 

(Universitetets Zoologiske Museum , Copenhagen) 


(Commission reference : Z.N.(S.) 380) 


The present application has two objects. Of these the principal is to ask the 
Commission to use its Plenary Powers for the purpose of validating {he specific 
name bullata Muller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the combination Akera 
bullata by suppressing the name canaliculata Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the 
combination Bulla canaliculata. The second object of the present application 
is to obtain from the Commission an authoritative Ruling on the question 
whether the original orthography for the generic name Akera Muller (O.F.), 
1776, should be retained or whether that name should be emended to Accra. It 
will be convenient for purposes of presentation to consider the second of these 
questions first. 


I. Question of the orthography to be adopted for the generic name 
published as “ Akera ” by Muller (O.F.) in 1776 

2. The nominal genus Akera was founded by Muller (O.F.) in 1776 ( Zool. 
dan. Prodr. : xxix, 242) for the single species Akera bullata Muller (O.F.). 1776 
(ibid. : 242), which is therefore the type species of this genus by monotypy. 


3. This generic name was spelled “ Akera ” by Muller in all his publications, 
but from the point of view of a Latin or Latinised word this spelling appears 
to be incorrect. Lamarck in 1812 (Extr. Cours Zool. Mus. Hist, nat., Paris) 
was apparently the first author to emend the spelling of this generic name, 
which he altered to Accra. Later, the same emendation was published by two 
other authors, first, by Rafinesque (1815, Analyse Nature : 142) and, second by 
Agassiz (J.L.R.) (1846, Nomencl. zool., Moll. : 3). A few years later Agassiz 
agam published this emendation as new (1848, Nomencl. zool. Index univ. : 19). 
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4. In 1948 (K. danske vidensk. Selsk. (Biol. Skrift.) 5 (No. 3) : 98—99) in 
Part II of my paper “ Northern and Arctic Tectibranch Molluscs ”, I made a 
survey of the relative frequency with which the spellings Aker a and Accra had 
been used in the literature relating to the North Atlantic Ocean. I then found 
that in a total of 119 papers, the spelling Akera had been used in 61 papers 
and the spelling Acera in 58 papers. It can, I think, be safely assumed that 
these papers are representative of the literature as a whole and therefore that 
there has been no decided preference either for the spelling Akera or for spelling 
Acera. 

5. The present case was first submitted to the Commission in February 
1947 at a time when the provisions in the Regies relating to the emendation 
of names (Article 19) were far from clear. It seemed likely, however, at that 
time that the spelling Akera ought to be emended to Acera, as being either a 
faute d’orthographe or a faute de transcription. Since that time the whole 
question of the rules to be observed in emending names has been studied 
exhaustively by the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 
1953, which substituted a new and clear set of rules for the ambiguous provisions 
of the old Article 19. Under the decisions taken by the Copenhagen Congress 
an emendation is not to be accepted unless there is “ clear evidence in the 
original publication that this spelling was based on an inadvertent error ” ; 
at the same time the Congress laid it down that the expression “ inadvertent 
error ” does not include an error of transliteration into the Latin alphabet 
from some other alphabet (1953, Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 43, 
Decision 71(l)(a)(i)). Since, as already explained (paragraph 3) there is nothing 
in Muller’s Prodromus of 1776 to indicate that the spelling Akera was due to 
an inadvertent error, it is now clear that the spelling Akera is a Valid Original 
Spelling and that the later emendations of this name to Acera were Invalid 
Emendations. Further, it is evident from the particulars given in paragraph 4 
above that there would be no justification on grounds of usage for the use of 
the Plenary Powers for the purpose of validating the emendation Acera. 


6. In order that the treatment to be accorded to the various aspects of 
the present case may be as comprehensive as possible reference should be 
made also to the following names, each of which is objectively invalid and 
none of which has ever been used since the papers in which they were originally 
published :— 

(a) Vitrella Swainson, 1840, Treat. Malac. : 360 

This genus was established by Swainson with the following diag¬ 
nosis : “ Animal—? shell internal, hyaline, subtransparent, convolute; 
the apex carinated, the substance elastic ,s . No nominal species was 
cited by Swainson, but the description which he gave cannot well 
be anything but that of Akera bullata Muller, 1776. I accordingly 
hereby place that nominal species in the genus Vitrella Swainson 
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and designate it as the type species of that genus, thus making the 
name VitreOa Swainson, 1840, a junior objective synonym of Akera 
Muller, 1776. It should be noted also that there is a name Vitrella 
Clessm, 1877 (Dtsch. Excurs.-Moll. Fauna : 321, 334) which is an 
invalid junior homonym of Vitrella Swainson. 

(b ) Eucampe (Leach) Gray (J.E.), 1847, Ann. Mag. nat. Hist. (1) 20 : 268 

w t* P f pe , r r ° n the “ Classification of the British MoUusca by 
j' E , T Le t C , h ’ 1818 ” Gra y cited “ Eucampe Donovani. Bulla 

atom Mont. . The name donovani Gray is no more than an unwanted 
substitute name for akera Gmelin, [1791] (in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. 
(ed. 13) 1 : 3434), as published in the combination Bulla akera, for 
Montagu never published this as a new name, using it only (1804, 
1 e ' sL , ' 1 . : 2 * 9 ) as previously employed by Gmelin. Gmelin’s 
name akera is also an unwanted name based upon a number of 
bibliographical references, of which the first was to Akera buUata 
Muller, 1776. In order to dispose of these names I hereby select the 
type specimen of Akera bullata Muller to be the lectotvpe both of 
Bulla akera Gmelin, [1791], and of Eucampe donovani Gray 1847 
thus making both akera Gmelin and donovani Gray junior objective 
synonyms of bullata Muller. By this action the nominal species 
Eucampe donovani Gray and Akera bullata Muller become objectively 
identical with one another, and, as the former is the type species 
by monotypy of Eucampe Gray, 1847, while (as already shown) the 
former is the type species of Akera Muller, 1776, the name Eucampe 
-V is invalid as a junior objective synonym of .41-era Muller. 

(c) Acer as Locard, 1886, Prodr. Mcdac. franc. 2 (Moll, mar.) : 79 

In a work designed to correct all the names of genera of Mollusca 
occumiig m France Locard invalidly emended the name Akera 
Muller to Aceras. 

Tn J* ^ orde r fixity to settle the question discussed above, I now ask the 
ntemational Commission to place the generic name Akera Muller on the Official 
Lwf and the various invalid emendations of that name discussed above, together 
l-ndefTt ““?? V l tr f lla Swainson and Eucampe Gray, on the Official 

invalid hfmo^ GenmC Names in Zoology. At the same time the 

invalid homonym Vitrella Clessm should also be placed on that Index. 


Venn’s If f T 8enU8 Mera MiUler was apparently first made the type 
a ^ mJ y-g rou P taxon by Pilsbry in 1893 (in Tryon, Man. Conch. 
„ ’ 1 i u e name s ? publjshed wa s in the correct form akeeidae. Three 
rs a er, ouever, Pilsbry (1896, ibid. 16 : 230) emended this name to the 

4 MTm/T- A 7 i r mf IDAE ’ wMe “ 1907 {K - Svenst ™-Mad Handl. 
{ > 1 (W 4) • 7) °dhner introduced the further invalid variant aceridae. 


6 


Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 


The above name in the form in which it was published by Pilsbry in 1893 
should now be placed on the Official List , the two invalid variants noted above 
being at the same time placed on the Official Index. 


II. Proposed suppression under the Plenary Powers of the specific 
name “ canaliculata ” Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
“ Bulla caniculata ” 

9. According to current taxonomic ideas, the genus Akera Muller contains 
two species, namely : (1) Akera bullaia Muller, 1776 (the type species); (2) Bulla 
soluta Gmelin, [1791] (in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1(6) : 3434). The second 
of these species lives in East Indian waters. There is, however, a nominal 
species which has been doubtfully referred to this genus. This is Bulla 
canaliculata Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 ! 727). The type specimen 
of this species has been lost. According to Hanley (1855, Ipsa Linn . 
Conchylia : 207), however, that specimen probably belonged to a species of 
Akera. Hanley considered that the name canaliculata was probably a senior 
synonym of ceylanica Bruguiere (Bulla ceylanica Bruguiere, [1792], Ency. 
m&th.y Vers 1(2) : 377), which itself is now regarded as a junior synonym of 
soluta Gmelin, [1791]. Jeffreys, writing some twelve years later (1867, Brit. 
Conch . 4 : 432) suggested, however, that canaliculata Linnaeus, might be 
another name for the species now known as bullata Muller. 


10. The two species of Akera are well established under the names bullata 
Muller and soluta Gmelin, the former especially being very well known. It 
would therefore be open to great objection if either were to be threatened by 
the name canaliculata Linnaeus, which has not been used since the time of 
Linnaeus. As a nomen dubium , the latter name, while serving no useful 
purpose, will constitute a potential danger to stability in nomenclature, so 
long as it is open to any author to claim to identify the species so named with 
one or other of the two species of Akera. I recommend therefore that this 
name should be suppressed by the Commission under its Plenary Powers for 
the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy. 


III. Recommendations 

11 . In the light of the considerations outlined in the preceding paragraphs 
I recommend the International Commission :— 

(1) to use its Plenary Powers for the purpose of suppressing the specific 
name canaliculata Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Bulla canaliculata, for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not 
for those of the Law of Homonymy ; 
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(2) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official List of Generic 

Names in Zoology : Akera Muller (O.F.), 1776 (gender : feminine) 
(type species, by monotypy : Akera bullata Muller (O.F.), 1776); 

(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 

Specific Names in Zoology :— 

(a) bullata Muller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the combination 

Akera bullata (specific name of type species of Akera Muller 
(O.F.), 1776); 

(b) soluta Gmelin, [1791], as published in the combination Bulla 

soluta ; 

(4) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index of 

Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 

(a) the under-mentioned names, each of which is an Invalid Emenda¬ 

tion of Akera Muller (O.F.), 1776 :— 

(i) Acera Lamarck, 1812 ; 

(ii) Acera Rafinesque, 1815 ; 

(iii) Acera Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1846 ; 

(iv) Acera Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1848 ; 

(v) Aceras Locard, 1886 ; 

(b) the under-mentioned names, each of which is a junior objective 

synonym of Akera Muller (O.F.), 1776 :— 

(i) Vitrella Swainson, 1840 ; 

(ii) Eummpe Gray (J.E.), 1847 ; 

(c) Vitrella Clessin, 1877 (a junior homonym of Vitrella Swainson, 

1840; 

(5) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official Index of 

Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 

(a) canaliculata Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 

Bulla canaliculata, as suppressed under the Plenary Poweers 
under (1) above ; 

(b) the under-mentioned specific names, each of which is a junior 

objective synonym of bullata Muller (O.F.), 1776, as published 
in the combination Akera bullata :— 

(i) akera Gmelin, [1791], as published in the combination 

Bulla akera ; 

(ii) donovani Gray (J.E.), 1847, as published in the combination 

Eucampe donovani ; 
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(6) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List 

of Family-Group Names in Zoology : akeridae Pilsbry, 1893 (type 
genus : Akera Muller (O.F.), 1776); 

(7) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group 

Names in Zoology , each of which is an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling 
for are rtoae Pilsbry, 1893 (type genus: Akera Muller (O.F.), 1776): — 

(a) AK.ERATTDAE Pilsbry, 1896 ; 

(b) aceridae Odhner, 1907. 


SUPPORT FOR THE PROPOSAL BY F. HEMMING RELATING TO 
THE GENUS “ CUPIDO ” SCHRANK, 1801 (CLASS INSECTA, ORDER 
LEPIDOPTERA) 

By ERICH M. HERING 

(Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Univcrsitat zu Berlin) 

(Commission Reference : Z.N.(S.) 1138) 

(For the application in this case see Bull. zool. Nomencl. 12 : 267-274) 
(Letter received 29th November 1956) 

In der nur scheinbar einheitlichen Familie der lycaenidae hat in den letzten 
Jahrzehnten ein Prozess eingesetzt, der die grosse Zahl der Arten, die vielfach 
nur ± willkurlich gruppiert worden waren, in morphologisch imd phylatisch 
begriindeten Gattungen zusammenfasst. Ohne Zweifel wird man in Zukunft auch 
noch mehr die Aufmerksamkeit den supragenerischen Kategorien in dieser Familie 
zuwenden. Es entspricht dem Geist, wenn auch noch nicht dem Wortlaut der 
“ Copenhagen Decisions ”, wenn das dort wiederhergestellte Recht des “ Ereten 
Revisors ” von den Gattungen auch auf die Kategorien der Familiengruppe- 
Namen ausgedehnt wird. Unter Beriicksichtigung beider Tendenzen verdient der 
Vorschlag von Mr. Hemming die voile Unterstiitzung aller Lepidopterologen, um 
die Stabilitat in der Verwendung der Bezeichnungen Cupido and everidi zu 
gewahrleisten. 


